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I. Review Under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5
U.S.C. 601–621, requires Federal
agencies to perform a regulatory
flexibility analysis if a final rule is likely
to have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities
and there is a legal requirement to issue
a general notice of proposed
rulemaking. Western has determined
this action does not require a regulatory
flexibility analysis since it is a
rulemaking of particular applicability
involving rates or services applicable to
public property.

II. Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act

Western determined this rule is
exempt from congressional notification
requirements under 5 U.S.C. 801
because the action is a rulemaking of
particular applicability relating to rates
or services and involves matters of
procedure.

III. Determination 12866

DOE has determined that this is not
a significant regulatory action because it
does not meet the criteria of Executive
Order 12866, 58 FR 51735. Western has
an exemption from centralized
regulatory review under Executive
Order 12866; accordingly, this notice
requires no clearance by the Office of
Management and Budget.

IV. Environmental Compliance

Western has completed an
environmental impact statement on the
Program, pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA). The Record of Decision was
published in 60 FR 53181, October 12,
1995. Western’s NEPA review assured
all environmental effects related to these
actions have been analyzed.

Dated: April 9, 2002.
Michael S. Hacskaylo,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 02–9765 Filed 4–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[Petition IV–2000–I; FRL–7173–2]

Clean Air Act Operating Permit
Program; Petition for Objection to
State Operating Permit for Kerr-McGee
Chemicals, LLC; Mobile County, AL

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of final order on petition
to object to a state operating permit.

SUMMARY: This document announces
that the EPA Administrator has denied
a petition to object to a state operating
permit issued by the Alabama
Department of Environmental
Management to Kerr-McGee Chemicals,
LLC, Mobile County, Alabama. Pursuant
to section 505(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act
(Act), petitioners may seek judicial
review of the petition in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit within 60 days of
this decision under section 307 of the
Act.
ADDRESSES: You may review copies of
the final order, the petition, and other
supporting information at EPA Region 4,
Air, Pesticides and Toxics Management
Division, 61 Forsyth Street, SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303–8960. If you
wish to examine these documents, you
should make an appointment at least 24
hours before visiting day. The final
order is also available electronically at
the following address: http://
www.epa.gov/region07/programs/artd/
air/title5/petitiondb/petitions/
kerrmcgee_decision2000.pdf
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Joel
Huey, Air Permits Section, EPA Region
4, at (404) 562–9104 or
huey.joel@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Act
affords EPA a 45-day period to review,
and object to as appropriate, operating
permits proposed by state permitting
authorities. Section 505(b)(2) of the Act
authorizes any person to petition the
EPA Administrator within 60 days after
the expiration of the is review period to
object to state operating permits if EPA
has not done so. Petitions must be based
only on objections to the permit that
were raised with reasonable specificity
during the public comment period
provided by the state, unless the
petitioner demonstrates that it was
impracticable to raise these issues
during the comment period or the
grounds for the issues arose after this
period. Mobile Bay Watch, Inc.,
submitted a petition to the
Administrator on May 22, 2000, seeking
EPA’s objection to the operating permit
issued to Kerr-McGee Chemicals, LLC.
The petitioner maintains that the Kerr-
McGee Chemicals operating permit is
inconsistent with the Act because the
permit fails to: (1) Require adequate
periodic monitoring of facility
emissions; (2) require the facility to
prepare a Risk Management Plan as well
as Worst Case Scenario and Planning
Case Scenario; and (3) reflect the
comments submitted by Mobile Bay

Watch during the 30-day draft permit
period. Mobile Bay Watch also bases its
petition on the following statements: (1)
Kerr-McGee requested in its permit
application that the number of federally
enforceable limitations in the operating
permit be minimized; (2) Kerr-McGee
requested in its permit application that
the permit include a permit shield; (3)
the period between the date of the
permit application and the issuance of
the draft permit was excessive; and (4)
EPA failed to fully review the Kerr-
McGee Chemicals permit.

On February 1, 2002, the
Administrator issued an order denying
the petition. The order explains the
reasons behind EPA’s conclusion that
the petitioner has failed to demonstrate
that the Kerr-McGee Chemicals permit
does not assure compliance with the Act
on the grounds raised.

Dated: March 18, 2002.
A. Stanley Meiburg,
Deputy Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 02–9495 Filed 4–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL–7173–9]

EPA Science Advisory Board;
Notification of Public Advisory
Committee Meetings; Underground
Storage Tanks (UST) Cleanup/
Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA); Program Benefits, Costs
and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act, Public Law 92–463,
notice is hereby given of three meetings
of the Underground Storage Tanks
(UST) Cleanup/Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel
(UST/RCRA BCI Review Panel, or ‘‘the
Panel’’) of the Executive Committee of
the US EPA Science Advisory Board
(SAB). The Panel will meet on the dates
and times noted below. All times noted
are Eastern Time. All meetings are open
to the public, however, seating is
limited and available on a first come
basis. For teleconference meetings,
available lines may also be limited.
Important Notice: Documents that are
the subject of SAB reviews are normally
available from the originating EPA office
and are not available from the SAB
Office—information concerning
availability of documents from the
relevant Program Office is included
below.
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Background
In 1996, the Office of Solid Waste and

Emergency Response (OSWER) began to
develop methodologies to better
characterize the costs and benefits
(including environmental, health, and
other human welfare benefits) and other
impacts of its various environmental
programs. As a first step, OSWER staff
identified a set of program attributes
that describe a broad range of potential
impacts that may result from OSWER
programs. This list of attributes
included the traditional economic
benefit/cost measures, but also went
beyond them to try to capture other
program features and factors that
influence the design, implementation,
and performance of OSWER programs
and that OSWER managers believed
were important to characterize in any
analysis of the performance of their
programs (e.g., sustainability,
stakeholder issues, impacts on long-
term behavioral changes, and regulatory
constraints). OSWER selected two of its
programs (a prevention program and a
cleanup program) to serve as pilots to
test the practical application of these
attributes in characterizing and
measuring program performance and
impacts. The OSWER draft document to
be reviewed as an advisory by the Panel
addresses one of these two pilot
programs, namely the Underground
Storage Tank (UST) cleanup program.
The purpose of the draft document is to
present a range of potential methods
OSWER could use to characterize or
quantify each of the relevant attributes
for the UST cleanup program, together
with the advantages, disadvantages, and
uncertainties. The methods range from
relatively simple to more complex,
resource-intensive methods.

The EPA Science Advisory Board
(SAB, Board) announced in 66 FR
44343–44344, August 23, 2001, that it
has been asked to undertake a review of
the Underground Storage Tanks (UST)
Cleanup and Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Subtitle C
Program Benefits, Costs and Impacts.
The Board invited nominations for
consideration on the review panel being
formed. The SAB’s process for panel
formation has been designed for three
purposes: to help the Board meet EPA’s
legal requirements; to be transparent to
the public, so the public can understand
and participate in the process; and to
help the Board fulfill its mission.
Approximately 2-dozen nominations
were received in response to the Federal
Register announcement. Coupled with
nominees from other sources (Agency,
SAB members, and SAB Staff),
approximately 120 candidates were

identified as viable for further
consideration. This list now has been
narrowed down to 19 candidates, based
upon interest, availability, credentials,
expertise needed, etc. (see below for
more detail) of which approximately 10
candidates will be selected for this
review. Five of the nineteen candidates
on the current list were suggested
through the Federal Register
nomination process. The background,
charge, and description of the review
documents appear in the above
referenced Federal Register notice, and
are also available on the SAB Web site
(http://www.epa.gov/sab/
ustrcrainvita.pdf).

The expertise appropriate to address
the charge questions includes
environmental economics, preferably
with (a) experience in waste and
groundwater contamination issues; (b)
experience with EPA’s Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
program and Underground Storage Tank
(UST) program; (c) demonstrated
knowledge of waste and groundwater
contamination issues, particularly in the
RCRA and UST; and (d) social science
perspectives.

The criteria for selecting Panel
members include (a) recognized
expertise; (b) impartiality and
objectivity; (c) absence of conflicts of
interest; (d) availability to participate
fully in the review, which will be
conducted over a relatively short time
frame (i.e., within approximately 3
months); and (e) collectivity, a balanced
range of scientific perspectives on the
issues. Panel members are expected to
perform one face-to-face public meeting,
and two public teleconference meetings
over the course of 3 months. In addition,
they will review and help finalize the
report of the Panel that will be reviewed
and approved by the SAB Executive
Committee (EC) prior to its transmittal
to the EPA Administrator.

1. Underground Storage Tanks (UST)
Cleanup/Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel
(UST/RCRA BCI Review Panel)—May 9,
2002 Teleconference

The Underground Storage Tanks
(UST) Cleanup/Resource Conservation
Revovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts Review Panel of the
Executive Committee of the US EPA
Science Advisory Board (SAB) will meet
on Thursday, May 9, 2002 via
teleconference from 3:00 pm to 5:00 pm
Eastern Time. This teleconference
meeting will be convened in Conference
Room 6013, USEPA, Ariel Rios Building
North, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
Washington, DC 20004. The meeting is

open to the public, however, due to
limited space, seating will be on a first-
come basis—the public may also attend
via telephone, however, lines may be
limited. For further information
concerning the meeting or how to obtain
the phone number, please contact the
individuals listed at the end of this FR
notice.

Purpose of the Meeting

The purpose of this public
teleconference meeting is to: (a) Discuss
the Charge and the adequacy of the
review materials provided to the Panel;
(b) to clarify any questions and issues
relating to the charge and the review
materials; (c) to discuss specific charge
assignments to the Panelists; and (d) to
clarify specific points of interest raised
by the Panelists in preparation for the
face-to-face meeting to be held on
Monday, May 20 and Tuesday, May 21,
2002.

See below for availability of review
materials and contact information.

2. Underground Storage Tanks (UST)
Cleanup/Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel
(Panel)—May 20 and 21, 2002 Meeting

The Underground Storage Tanks UST
Cleanup Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel
(Panel) of the Executive Committee of
the US EPA Science Advisory Board
(SAB) will conduct a public meeting on
Monday, May 20 and Tuesday, May 21,
2002. The meeting will begin on
Monday, May 20, 2002 at 9 am and
adjourn no later than 5:30 pm that day.
On May 21, 2002, the meeting may
begin at 8:30 am and adjourn no later
than 5:30 pm. The meeting will take
place in the Large Conference Room
1117 in the EPA East Headquarters
Building, 1201 Constitution Avenue,
NW, Washington, DC 20004. For further
information concerning the meeting,
please contact the individuals listed at
the end of this FR notice.

Purpose of the Meeting

The purpose of this meeting is to
conduct a review of the UST and RCRA
Title C Benefit, Cost and Impact
documents. In particular, the Panel will:
(a) Engage in dialogue with appropriate
officials from the Agency who are
responsible for preparation and
utilization of the draft documents dated
October, 2000; (b) receive public
comments on the technical issues
involved and; (c) begin to prepare
responses to the Charge questions (see
below).

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 23:33 Apr 19, 2002 Jkt 197001 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\22APN1.SGM pfrm11 PsN: 22APN1



19574 Federal Register / Vol. 67, No. 77 / Monday, April 22, 2002 / Notices

The Proposed Charge
The Office of Solid Waste and

Emergency Response (OSWER) is
requesting that the EPA Science
Advisory Board (SAB) review the
following documents: ‘‘Approaches to
Assessing the Benefits, Costs, and
Impacts of the RCRA Subtitle C
Program’’ and ‘‘Approaches to
Assessing the Benefits, Costs, and
Impacts of the Office of Underground
Storage Tanks Cleanup Program.’’ The
text of the draft Charge to the SAB is
posted on the SAB Web site at: http://
www.epa.gov/sab/ustcharge.pdf.

See below for availability of review
materials and contact information for
the meeting.

3. Underground Storage Tanks (UST)
Cleanup/Resource Conservation
Recovery Act (RCRA) Program Benefits,
Costs and Impacts (BCI) Review Panel
(UST/RCRA BCI Review Panel)—June
18, 2002 Contingency Teleconference

Purpose of the Meeting
Depending on progress achieved in

developing its advisory from the May
20–21, 2002 meeting, the Underground
Storage Tanks (UST) Cleanup/Resource
Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA)
Program Benefits, Costs and Impacts
(BCI) Review (Panel) of the Executive
Committee of the Science Advisory
Board (SAB) may convene in a public
teleconference on Tuesday, June 18
from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. This purpose
contingency meeting would provide an
opportunity for the Panel to reach
closure on a consensus draft in a public
forum. If held, the meeting will be
convened in Conference Room 6013, US
EPA, Ariel Rios Building North, 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20004. The meeting is open to the
public, however, due to limited space,
seating will be on a first-come basis—
the public may also attend via
telephone, however, lines may be
limited. For further information
concerning the meeting or how to obtain
the phone number, please contact the
individuals listed at the end of this FR
notice.

The public is encouraged to attend the
meeting in the conference room noted
above, however, a limited number of the
public may also attend through a
telephonic link. Additional instructions
about how to participate in the meeting
can be obtained by calling the
individuals listed below prior to the
meeting ( see contact information given
below). The teleconference will be
convened only if, in the opinion of the
Panel Chair, it is needed to address
issues that require further discussion
prior to completion of the Panel’s

report. A decision as whether or not this
teleconference will be convened will be
made by close of business, Tuesday,
June 4, 2002, 14 days prior to the
tentatively scheduled date. The decision
on the teleconference will be posted to
the SAB Web site (www.epa.gov/sab); or
members of the public may contact Ms.
Renee Cooper (see contact information
given below). Availability of Review
Materials—If this teleconference is to be
held, a list of the issues to be discussed,
along with a draft meeting agenda, will
be posted on the SAB Web site
(www.epa.gov/sab) under the ‘‘Agenda’’
heading on or about June 7, 2002. If the
meeting is canceled, a notice will be
posted on the SAB website to that effect,
as well under the ‘‘New’’ heading of the
Web page.

For Further Information
Any member of the public wishing

further information concerning these
meetings or who wish to submit brief
oral comments must contact Dr. K. Jack
Kooyoomjian, Designated Federal
Officer, of the Panel, USEPA Science
Advisory Board (1400A), Suite 6450BB,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone/voice
mail at (202) 564–4557; fax at (202) 501–
0582; or via e-mail at
kooyoomjian.jack@epa.gov. Requests to
present oral comments must be in
writing (e-mail, fax or mail) and
received by Dr. Kooyoomjian, no later
than noon Eastern Time five business
days prior to the meeting date (May 2,
2002, May 13, and June 11, 2002,
respectively, for the three meetings). See
below for information on public
comments.

Members of the public desiring
additional information about the
meeting locations or the call-in number
for the teleconference, should contact
Ms. Renee Cooper, Acting Management
Assistant, U.S. EPA, EPA Science
Advisory Board (1400A), Suite 6450,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone/voice
mail at (202) 564–2526; fax at (202) 501–
0582; or via e-mail at
cooper.renee@epa.gov.

A copy of the draft agenda for each
meeting will be posted on the SAB Web
site (www.epa.gov/sab) (under the
AGENDAS subheading) approximately
10 days before that meeting.

Availability of Review Materials
There are two primary documents that

are the subject of the review. The review
documents are available electronically
at the following site http://
www.epa.gov/swerrims/oswerdoc.htm.
For questions and information
pertaining to the review documents,

please contact Mr. David S. Nicholas,
Policy Analysis and Regulatory
Management Staff, Office of Solid Waste
and Emergency Response (Mail Code
5103), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, SE–306 Waterside Mall, 401 M
St, SW, Washington, DC 20460; tel.
(202) 260–4512, FAX (202) 401–1496, e-
mail: nicholas.david@epa.gov. Mr.
Nicholas will refer you to the
appropriate contact for the particular
issue of interest. The review document
which is the subject of this review is
cited as follows:
Approaches to Assessing the Benefits, Costs,

and Impacts of the Office of Underground
Storage Tanks Cleanup Program, Draft
Report, Prepared for the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Office
of Solid Waste, Prepared by Industrial
Economics, Inc., October, 2000

Approaches to Assessing the Benefits, Costs,
and Impacts of the RCRA Subtitle C
Program, Draft Report, Prepared for the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Office of Solid Waste, Prepared by
Industrial Economics, Inc., October, 2000

The above supporting documents are
available for viewing at the OSWER
Docket, located at Crystal Gateway I,
First Floor, 1235 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA. The Docket
Identification number is F–2002–
USBN–FFFFF. The OSWER Docket is
open from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, excluding federal
holidays. To review docket materials, it
is recommended that the public make
an appointment by calling 703 603–
9230. The public may copy a maximum
of 100 pages from any regulatory docket
at no charge. Additional copies cost
$0.15/page. The public can also contact
the OSWER Docket by facsimile (703–
603–9234), e-mail (RCRA-
Docket@epamail.epa.gov). The postal
address is OSWER Docket, 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, mailcode
5305G Washington, DC 20460.

Providing Oral or Written Comments at
SAB Meetings

It is the policy of the EPA Science
Advisory Board to accept written public
comments of any length, and to
accommodate oral public comments
whenever possible. The EPA Science
Advisory Board expects that public
statements presented at its meetings will
not be repetitive of previously
submitted oral or written statements.
Oral Comments: In general, each
individual or group requesting an oral
presentation at a face-to-face meeting
will be limited to a total time of ten
minutes (unless otherwise indicated).
For teleconference meetings,
opportunities for oral comment will
usually be limited to no more than three
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minutes per speaker and no more than
fifteen minutes total. Deadlines for
getting on the public speaker list for a
meeting are given above. Speakers
should bring at least 35 copies of their
comments and presentation slides for
distribution to the reviewers and public
at the meeting. Written Comments:
Although the SAB accepts written
comments until the date of the meeting
(unless otherwise stated), written
comments should be received in the
SAB Staff Office at least one week prior
to the meeting date so that the
comments may be made available to the
review panel for their consideration.
Comments should be supplied to the
appropriate DFO at the address/contact
information noted above in the
following formats: One hard copy with
original signature, and one electronic
copy via e-mail (acceptable file format:
Adobe Acrobat, WordPerfect, Word, or
Rich Text files (in IBM–PC/Windows
95/98 format). Those providing written
comments at the meeting are also asked
to bring 35 copies of their comments for
public distribution.

Meeting Access
Individuals requiring special

accommodation at this meeting,
including wheelchair access to the
conference room, should contact Dr.
Kooyoomjian at least five business days
prior to the meeting so that appropriate
arrangements can be made.

General Information
Additional information concerning

the Science Advisory Board, its
structure, function, and composition,
may be found on the SAB Web site
(http://www.epa.gov/sab) and in the
Science Advisory Board FY2001 Annual
Staff Report which is available from the
SAB Publications Staff at (202) 564–
4533 or via fax at (202) 501–0256.

Dated: April 15, 2002.
Donald G. Barnes,
Staff Director, EPA Science Advisory Board.
[FR Doc. 02–9791 Filed 4–19–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL–7174–7]

Clean Water Act Section 303(d):
Availability of 11 Total Maximum Daily
Loads (TMDLs) and Determinations
That 4 TMDLs Are Not Needed

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
availability for comment of the
administrative record file for 11 TMDLs
and the calculations for these TMDLs
prepared by EPA Region 6 for waters
listed in the Calcasieu and Ouachita
river basins, under section 303(d) of the
Clean Water Act (CWA). These TMDLs
were completed in response to the
lawsuit styled Sierra Club, et al. versus
Clifford et al., No. 96–0527, (E.D. La.).

This notice also announces the
availability for comment of EPA
determinations that TMDLs are not
needed for 4 waterbody/pollutant
combinations in the Calcasieu and
Ouachita river basins because new data
show that water quality standards are
being met or a TMDL previously has
been approved. This proposed action
would result in the removal of 4
waterbody/pollutant combinations from
the Louisiana 303(d) list.
DATES: Comments must be submitted in
writing to EPA on or before May 22,
2002.

ADDRESSES: Comments on the 11
TMDLs and the determinations that
TMDLs are not needed for 4 waterbody/
pollutant combinations should be sent
to Ellen Caldwell, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Water Quality
Protection Division, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency Region 6, 1445 Ross
Ave., Dallas, TX 75202–2733. For
further information, contact Ellen
Caldwell at (214) 665–7513. The
administrative record file for these
TMDLs and the determinations that
TMDLs are not needed are available for
public inspection at this address as
well. Documents from the
administrative record file may be
viewed at www.epa.gov/region6/water/
tmdl.htm, or obtained by calling or
writing Ms. Caldwell at the above
address. Please contact Ms. Caldwell to
schedule an inspection.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Caldwell at (214) 665–7513.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 1996,
two Louisiana environmental groups,
the Sierra Club and Louisiana
Environmental Action Network
(plaintiffs), filed a lawsuit in Federal
Court against the United States
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), styled Sierra Club, et al. v.
Clifford et al., No. 96–0527, (E.D. La.).
Among other claims, plaintiffs alleged
that EPA failed to establish Louisiana
TMDLs in a timely manner. EPA
proposes these TMDLs and
determinations that TMDLs are not
necessary pursuant to a consent decree
entered in this lawsuit.

EPA Seeks Comments on 11 TMDLs

By this notice EPA is seeking
comment on the following 11 TMDLs
for waters located within the Calcasieu
and Ouachita river basins:

Subsegment Waterbody name Pollutant

080401 ............................................ Bayou Bartholomew—Arkansas State Line to Dead Bayou (Lake Bar-
tholomew) (Scenic).

Mercury.

080402 ............................................ Bayou Bartholomew—Dead Bayou (Lake Bartholomew) to Ouachita
River.

Mercury

080302 ............................................ Black River—Corps of Engineers Control Structure to Red River ........ Organic enrichment/low DO.
081602 ............................................ Little River—From Bear Creek to Catahoula Lake (Scenic) ................. Siltation.
080401 ............................................ Bayou Bartholomew—Arkansas State line to Dead Bayou (Lake Bar-

tholomew) (Scenic).
Suspended solids.

080202 ............................................ Bayou Louis ........................................................................................... Turbidity.
080401 ............................................ Bayou Bartholomew—Arkansas State line to Dead Bayou (Lake Bar-

tholomew) (Scenic).
Turbidity.

081002 ............................................ Joe’s Bayou—Headwaters to Bayou Macon ......................................... Turbidity.
081202 ............................................ Lake St. Joseph (Oxbow Lake) ............................................................. Turbidity.
081601 ............................................ Little River—Confluence of Castor Creek and Dugdemona River to

junction with Bear Creek (Scenic).
Turbidity.

081602 ............................................ Little River—From Bear Creek to Catahoula Lake (Scenic) ................. Turbidity.

EPA Seeks Comments on Proposed Determinations That TMDLs for 4 Waterbody/Pollutant Combinations are not
Needed Due to Assessment of New Data that Show They are Meeting WQS or a TMDL previously has been Approved:
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